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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment B filed 12/22/2003 to the 
original application filed 12/07/1999; IDS filed 10/08/2003, 11/26/2003 and 01/16/2004. 

2. Claims 1-21 are currently pending in this application. Claims 1-2 have been 
amended; claims 19-21 have been added. Claims 1 and 4-5 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1-3 and 5-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The following limitations recite: 

- "the links" (claim 1, line 4 & claim 5, line 7) 

- "the at least one respective link" (claim 1, line 6) 

- "the user content document pages" (claim 5, lines 5-6) 

There are insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 
Dependent claims are rejected for fully incorporating the deficiencies of their base 

claims. 
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Rej ctions - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b),by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2)a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a)shall have the effects 
for the purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2)of such treaty in the English 
language; or " (Emphasis added.) 

Claim 1-3 and 19-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Bates et aL (U.S. 6,585,776 - filed 10/1999). 

As to independent claim 1, Bates discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
including a computer user interface (Abstract) comprising: 

- a plurality of document pages (hypertext documents; col. 5, lines 64-67); 

- at least two of the document pages including at least one link (Figs 14-15, 
includes: Introduction, Chapter 7, and Chapter 2) \ 

- at least one of the links having a property that indicates a display format for at 
least a respective one of the links (e.g. in Fig.6, links 112 and 124 have different display 
formats); and 

the display format of the at least one respective, link being based on the property 
indicating the display format (col. 4, lines 28-44 & col. 7, line 26 - coL8, line 22), 
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As to dependent claim 2, Bates discloses teach the display format of the at least 
one respective link is based upon an examination of the content of the at least one 
respective link's target document (coL6, lines 13-44). 

As to dependent claim 3, Bates discloses at least one of the links has a property 
indicating the display update latency of the at least one of the links (col.4, lines 28-44). 

As to dependent claim 19, Bates discloses one of the links provides an 
association between two different spots in the document pages (Fig. 6 and associated 
text). 

As to dependent claim 20, Bates discloses the two different spots are on the 
same page (e.g., the contents of links 114 and 118 are displayed on page 110; see Fig.6). 

As to dependent claim 21, Bates discloses one of the links relates a spot in a 
document page with an executable object (e.g., when the user clicks on link 114, the 
system executes ''introduction" to display its content; see Fig. 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bates 

et al. (U.S. 6,585,776 - filed 10/1999) in view of Danneels (U.S. 6,038,598 - filed 

02/1998). 
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As to independent claim 4, the rejection of independent claim 1 is incorporated 
herein in full. However, claim 4 further recites: 

- in response to activation of a first link by user, navigating to a document page 
and display the document page in a first display format; and 

- in response to activation of a second link by user, the second link being different 
than the first link and linking the same page linked to by the first link, navigating to the 
link-to document page and display the document page in a second display format, the 
second display format being different than the first display format 

Danneeis discloses: 

- in response to activation of a first link by us^rfuser ... requests a web page 
specifying a URL; col. 5, lines 5-23), navigating to a document page and display the 
document page in a first display (a web page set with English text; col 5, lines 24-46); 
and 

- in response to activation of a second link by user, the second link being different 
than the first link and linking the same page linked to by the first link, navigating to the 
link-to document page and display the document page in a second display format, the 
second display format being different than the first display format (web page set with 
German text; coL5, lines 23-49), 

It w^ould have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention w^as made to combine the teachings of Bates and Danneeis because Danneeis' 
teaching would have provided the capability for allowing the user to retrieve the web 
page displaying in his/her desired format. 
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As to independent claim 5 is directed to a computer readable medium for 
implementing the computer user interface of claim 1, and is rejected under the same 
rationale. However, claim 5 further recites "indicating via at least one link property a 
display format for at least one of the links on the user content page". 

Bates does not explicitly teach "indicating via at least one link property a display 
format for at least one of the links on the user content pages." 

Note the discussion of claim 4 above for rejection of "indicating via at least one 
link property a display format for at least one of the links on the user content pages." 

As to dependent claim 6, Bates discloses displaying, in a display frame in a 
linked-from document page, information about a linked-to document (Fig, 6 and 
associated text). 

As to dependent claim 7, Bates discloses displaying, in a display frame in a 
linked-from docimient page, content of a linked to document (e.g., the content of links 
114, 118, and 122 are displaying on display frame 110, see Fig 6), 

As to dependent claim 8, Bates discloses updating the display of the linked-to 
content at a rate specified by a property of the link linking the linked-from and linked-to 
document pages (col9, lines 38-64). 

As to dependent claim 9, Bates discloses using heuristics to automatically 
provide most-likely-to-use links to additional material (coL6, lines 21-67). 

As to dependent claim 10, Bates discloses providing at least one of the 
most-likely-to-use links based upon documents previously navigated to by the user (col 7, 
lines 37-43). 



Application/Control Number: 09/457,109 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2176 

As to dependent claim 11, Bates discloses providing at least one of the 
most-likely-to-use links based upon documents having subject matter similar to a 
document being viewed by the user (col 6, lines 8-44). 

As to dependent claim 12, Bates discloses providing at least one of the 
most-likely-to-use links based upon documents created by an author who is the same as 
the author of a document being viewed by the user (coL 6, lines 8-44). 

As to dependent claim 13, Bates discloses providing at least one of the 
most-likely-to-use links based upon documents created during a first time period 
substantially the same as a time period during which a document being viewed by the 
user was created (col 6, lines 8-44). 

As to dependent claim 14, Bates discloses using heuristics to automatically 
provide a set of command choices the user (col 7, lines 45-67). 

As to dependent claim 15, Bates discloses including at least one command in the 
set of command choices based upon analysis of the user's current document context 
(col6, lines 13-44). 

As to dependent claim 16, Bates discloses including at least one command in the 
set of command choices based upon a set of commands recently invoked by the user 
(col5y line 64-col6, line 3), 

As to dependent claim 17, Bates discloses including at least one command in the 
set of command choices based upon commands the user has invoked most frequently in 
the past from contexts substantially the same as the user's current context (Fig. 6). 
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6. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bates et 
al. in view of Danneels and further in view^ of Suzuki (U.S. 6,2665772). 

As to dependent claim 18, the combination of Bates and Danneels does not 
explicitly teach "displaying at least one link within an e-mail message document page, 
the associated link, upon activation, causing command code to be executed to perform an 
operation selected from the group consisting of: reply, reply to all, forward, and delete." 

Suzuki discloses displaying at least one link within an e-mail message document 
page, the associated link, upon activation, causing command code to be executed to 
perform an operation selected from the group consisting of: reply, reply to all, forward, 
and delete (coL 7, lines 6-30 & col 13, lines 36-61). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Danneels' teachings in the system of Bates as modified 
by Suzuki because it would have provided the capability for submitting an application to 
a WWW-contents opening certification organization in writing or through 
communication means such as electronic mail beforehand. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 12/22/2003 have been fully considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Examiner believes that the newly applied prior art discloses the limitations as 
claimed by Applicant. 
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Conclusion 



Kanerva et al. 
Fogg et al. 
Knowles 
Saxton et al. 
Fujimura 



issue dated: Sep. 19,2000 
issue dated: Dec. 19, 2000 
issue dated: Apr. 9, 2002 
issue dated: Sep. 24, 2002 
issue dated: Feb. 24, 2004 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S Patent No. 6,122,649 
U.S Patent No. 6,163,778 
U.S Patent No. 6,370,497 
U.S Patent No. 6,457,013 
U.S Patent No. 6,697,997 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Maikhanh Nguyen whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
0092. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 9:00am - 5:30 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph H Feild can be reached on (703) 305-9792. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent AppHcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). ^ 



Maikhanh Nguyen 
March 19, 2004 




